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- 1 / J fore '£ n leaders wonder whether the 
, • L/mted states knows what it wants in the 
world, it’s hot difficult. to understand why 
From administration to administration’ 
. and Oiten within the same administration’ 
v/e ci ntinually bounce from one foreign) 
st ance . to another, and from’ one 1 
emotional state to another, with little con-1 
v- .sciousnws of our long-term national jnter-j 
ests. In one phase, our Presidents are- for 
detente and. may be seen kissing Brezhnev 
that a “generation of peace" 

. js at hpd. In another. phase, the Soviet 
. Union is posing "the gravest threat to 
. peace since World War II,” detente is a 
banned word at the. White House and we 
< ^tnf id H (by t mch *& Nixon, author of 
° f ac f ) t0 be in the midst 
of V.or.d .War III, and losing. 

_ Somehow, it’s Impossible for our politi- 

' the 3 consisten t Policy toward 

the Soviets that expresses the obvious: We 
are adversary systems likely to be in a 
state of sustained military, political eco- 
nomic and ideological competition, but we 

interest in M t blowing up 
tne world we live on and are -striieMine 
S^or Hence, the U.S. needs to talk to t hl 
. Sovie ts, lesseiTliie competition woe re w<s~ 
can and reduce uie~ threat ofwar At 
,jai“c bin e, however, we have tu maintain; 

. die arms, the intelligence assets and t he 
: . political and economic strength to meefTK? 

competition. ■ ' ■ ■ — : — — 

• A parallel inconsistency in our policy to- 
ward the Soviets governs American atti- 
tudes on human rights. In one phase, we 
are Wilsonians, out to convert the world to 
democracy. In another phase, we are hard-’ 
line realists,- ready to be friends with our 
friends, even if they torture their own peo- 
ple. We are obviously in this second phase 
right now. Secretary of State Haig having 
declared- that combating international ter- 
rorism (from the left, he meant) has re- 
placed human rights as the chief .preoccu- 
pation of the American government. , 


i 'j, 1 i t T ^L sh ^, is apparent, to many’ places* 
• _ but. especially in Latin America. Every- 
where that Jimmy Carter moralized, the 
«*agaa administration wants to militarize. 

■ ' .rf en . tma . s military government is respon- 
sible for between 3,000 and 20,000 “disap- 
. -pearances” that are almost certainly mur- 
j.. ders. It is viciously anti-Semitic. It sells 
;i v wheat to the Soviet Union and refused to 
condemn the invasion of Afghanistan.- It 
. has made a botch of its economy and may 
. i go to war with neighboring Chile. Yet the 
- Reagan administration urged the lifting of 
r restrictions on (unneeded) U.S. military 
v aid to Argentina. , . . - 

Chile, meanwhile, is responsible for the ; 
; . best-documented foreign .terrorist attack 
-. within the United States in recent history-; 

the Washington car-bomb murder of Marx- 
. .^ist former Ambassador Orlando Letelier-. 

-and yet the Reagan administration has' 
lifted export-import restrictions against it 
v. 311(1 has 1st its navy back into allied ma- 
t - neuvers. The . U.S. may- well restore iniii- 
• tary aid to Chile before long, especially if a 
; . threat from Argentina develops. - t ■ . ... 

.. . i And in Central America, the adminis- 
tration seems to be: seriously considerin'* 

' restoration of military aid to Guatemala 
even though that government (according to 
. Amnesty International) has had 3,000 peo- 
ple killed within the last year, including 75 
top leaders of the moderate Christian Dem- 
ocratic party. Meanwhile, neighboring'' 
Costa Rica, a traditional democracy, is in 
a fiscal and political crisis, but the Reagan 
•administration opposed Congress ; s move to 
grant balance-of-payments assistance. It 
seems, it’s only when a. country reaches a | 
state of massive insurgency. as in El Sal- I 
vador, that U.S. economic aid is justified. 1 
The appointment' of Ernest Lefever as .] 
the State Department’s human rights chief 
is the crowning .statement of administra- 
tion priorities. He may say now, to a Sen- 
ate committee considering his nomination. 


that he believes in even-handed'aoplication 

. : ° f huiran lights laws and to active if 
i n ( qmet miervention with friendly authori- 
1 tanan governments that are guilty of hu- 
man nghts ; depredations. But the whole 
- world knows that Mr Lefever previously 

.appototed after ; sayir.g-that 

there was little the U-S^ "can or should*’’ 

to advance human rights and that he to- 
-wjrjd repeal. of lexisting human rights 

\ 1 have to be a moralist* (5 be 

ofiended by administration policy. One can 
be a pragmatist as well. The Lefever ap- 
. pointment and the indiscriminate military 
zation of Latin’ America policy amount to 
tne political sphere to something this ad- 
ministration-' abhors in the military sphere 
..-unilateral disarmament. -The American 
.. reputation as a defender of human fights j 

- ??? * useful > hard-earned asset for the! 
United States, but the ; Reagan administra- 1 
bon is in the process of throwing it away. • | 

There is no question ' that.' the United J 
States needs a strong anti-terrorism policy 
but we don’t have to dispense with our hu- 
mah nghts policy at the same time, in 
fact, they- ought, to be two parts of the 
-■ same P° lic 7. a bd we should add to them an 
^° nomic dimension, a revived Alliance for 
: Pt °sre^s. Most of all, we sh.ould stick with 
our policies from one.administration to the 
• next, so that it’s clear to the world how we 
intend to defend our system and compete 
with the Soviets: with weapons,- whdre nec- 

- essary; but. also by- advancing justice, , 

prosperity and human freedom. 
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